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Real Party in Interest 



The entire right, title and interest in this patent application is assigned to real party in 
interest International Business Machines Corporation. 



IL Related Appeals. Interferences, and Judicial Proceedings 

I 

Appellant, Appellant's legal representative, and Assignee are not aware of any other prior 
or pending appeals, interferences, and judicial proceedings which may be related to, directly 
affect or be directly affected by or have a bearing on the Board's decision in the pending appeal. 



Hi Status of the Claims 

i 

Claims 1-27 are pending and have been rejected. 

The final rejection of the claims is being appealed for all pending claims 1-27. 

IV. * Status of Amendments 

No amendments were filed after receipt of a Final Rejection, 



V. Summary of the Invention 

The presently claimed invention is directed to displaying pages in a viewer program on a 
computer display monitor, wherein the viewer program displays an application window. First 

i 

and second pages from one of multiple servers are downloaded over a network. Automatically 
concurrently the first page is displayed in a first window pane and the second page is displayed in 
a second ^rindow pane in the application window according to predefined settings specifying 
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how pages are to be displayed in the first and second panes. A third page is downloaded from 

I 

one of multiple servers over the network. Automatically concurrently the third page is displayed 
in one of the first and second panes and one of the first and second pages is displayed in the other 
pane according to the predefined settings. A fourth page is downloaded from one of multiple 
servers over the network, Automatically concurrently the third and fourth pages are displayed in 
the first ahd second panes according to the predefined settings. 

For example, as described in the specification in connection with one embodiment, a 
viewer program, such as a Web browser, displays an. application window with two window 
panes. (e;g. ? Specification, page 7, lines 5-8; page 12, lines 20-21; FIG. 4) For example, in FIG. 
4, a single application window 30 with a first window pane 32 and a second window pane 34 is 
illustrated. First and second pages from one of multiple servers are downloaded over a network, 
(e.g., Specification, page 6, lines 21-24) Automatically concurrently the first page is displayed in 

i 

a first window pane and the second page is displayed in a second window pane in the application 

i 

window a|ccording to predefined settings specifying how pages are to be displayed in the first and 
second panes, (e.g., Specification, page 7, lines 8-10; FIG. 4) A third page is downloaded from 
one of multiple servers over the network. Automatically concurrently the third page is displayed 

in one of pie first and second panes and one of the first and second pages is displayed in the other 

j 

pane according to the predefined settings, (e.g., Specification, page 7, lines 10-1 1) A fourth page 

ii- 
is downloaded from one of multiple servers over the network. Automatically concurrently the 

third and fourth pages are displayed in the first and second panes according to the predefined 

settings. Thus, a single window contains two panes, each of which may display a different page. 

In another aspect of the invention, the first pane is displayed adjacent and to the left of the 
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second pane, wherein automatically concurrently displaying the third page and one of the first 
and second pages comprises concurrently displaying the second page in the first pane and the 
third page in the second pane, (e.g., Specification, page 7, lines 13-17; FIG. 5) 

In yet another aspect of the invention, previously downloaded pages are cached in the 
order in which they were downloaded from the network, (e.g., Specification, page 7, line 27- 
page 8, line 5) A user input command to display a previously displayed page is received. (e.g., 
Specification, page 8, lines 10-14) Automatically concurrently the previously displayed page is 
displayed in the first pane and the first page is displayed in the second pane according to the 

predefined settings in response to the user input command to display the previously displayed 

i 

page, (ejg., Specification, page 8, lines 14-20) In a further aspect of the invention, the first pane 
is displayed adjacent and to the left of the second pane, (e.g., FIGs. 4 and 5) 

in|yet a further aspect of the invention, previously downloaded pages are cached in the 

i 

order in ^hich they were downloaded from the network. (e,g, 9 Specification, page 7, line 27- 

i 

page 8 S line 5) A user input command to display a subsequent page cached after the first and 

I 

second pages were downloaded is received. Automatically concurrently the subsequent page is 
displayed in the second pane and the second page is displayed in the first pane according to 
predefined settings in response to the user input command to display the previously displayed 
page, (e.g., Specification, page 8, lines 14-20) 

In another aspect of the invention, user selection of a hypertext link within one of the 
displayed pages is received, (e.g., Specification, page 8, lines 21-22) The page addressed by the 
hypertext link is accessed, (e.g., Specification, page 8, lines 24-25) Automatically concurrently 
the page cuirently displayed in the second pane is displayed in the first pane and the page 
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addresse4 by the hypertext link is displayed in the second pane if the user selected the hypertext 
link from the second pane, (e.g., Specification, page 8, lines 26-29) Automatically concurrently 
the page burrently displayed in the first pane is displayed in the first pane and the page addressed 
by the hypertext link is displayed in the second pane if the user selected the hypertext link from 
the first plane, (e.g., Specification, page 8, lines 29) In yet another aspect of the invention, the 
first pane; is displayed adjacent and to the left of the second pane.(e.g., FIGs. 4 and 5) 

v hi a further aspect of the invention, user selection of a hypertext link within one of the 
displayed! pages in one of the panes is received, (e.g., Specification, page 8, lines 21-22) The 
page addressed by the hypertext link is accessed, (e.g., Specification, page 8, lines 24-25) 
Automatically concurrently the page addressed by the hypertext link is displayed in the pane 
opposite the pane displaying the page from which the hypertext link was selected, (e.g., 
Specifics ion, page 9, lines 5-7) 

hi another aspect of the invention, the viewer program, is capable of displaying the 
downloaded pages in the first and second panes according to the predefined settings when the 

s 

i 

pages doviraloaded from over the network do not include any page commands to cause the display 
of pages in separate panes within the application window, (e.g., Specification, page 9, line 26 - 
page 10, fine 2) 



4 
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VI. Grounds of Rejection 

> 

^concise statement listing each ground of rejection presented for review is as follows: 
A. Ground of Rejection 1: The Obviousness Rejection Based on the LaStrange Patent 



aims 1-2, 5-11, 14-20, and 23-27 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 



unpatentable over LaStrange et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,933,142). 



B. Ground of Rejection 2: The Obviousness Rejection Based on the LaStrange Patent and 



the Applicant Admitted Prior Art Combination 

Claims 3-4, 12-13, and 21-22 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over LaStrange et al in view of Applicant Admitted Prior Art (AAPA), 



VEL Argument 

A, Ground of Rejection l : The Obviousness Rejection Based on the LaStrange Patent 



1, 



Claims 1. 2. 5, 10, 11, 14. 19. 20. and 23 are not Obvious over the LaStrange 
Patent. 



As set forth above, claims 1, 10, and 19 are directed to a method, system, and article of 
manufacture for displaying pages in a viewer program on a computer display monitor, wherein 
the viewer program displays an application window. First and second pages from one of multiple 
servers are downloaded over a network. Automatically concurrently the first page is displayed in 
a first window pane and the second page is displayed in a second window pane in the application 
window qtecording to predefined settings specifying how pages are to be displayed in the first and 
second panes. A third page is downloaded from one of multiple servers over the network. 
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Automatically concurrently the third page is displayed in one of the first and second panes and 
one of the s first and second pages is displayed in the other pane according to the predefined 
settings. A fourth page is downloaded from one of multiple servers over the network. 

Automatically concurrently the third and fourth pages are displayed in the first and second panes 

i 

according to the predefined settings. Thus, multiple pages are displayed in a non-overlapping 
manner Within panes of a same application window. (e.g., Specification, page 10, line29-page 

i 

11, line 3) 

The Examiner cites the LaStrange patent at Col. 5, lines 21-CoL 6, line 4, as teaching 
automatically concurrently displaying the first page in a first window pane and the second page 
in a second window pane in the application window. In particular, the Examiner refers to 
"displaying a first page of information in a first browser window" and "two windows 
simultaneously displayed , . . a second browser window on the display for displaying the second 
page of imbrmationu 11 The use of two browser windows in the LaStrange patent, instead of a 
single application window with two panes, teaches away from the claimed use of a first pane and 
a second pane in a single application window. 

Also, the Examiner cites Col. 4, lines 38-48, that describes that the relative size of the 
browser windows may be controlled either programmatically or by the user as teaching 
displaying pages in the first and second panes of the single application window according to 

predefineji settings specifying how pages are to be displayed in the first and second panes, 

I 

Changing the sizes of separate browser windows does not describe the claimed predefined 
settings specifying how pages are to be displayed in first and second panes of a single application 
window. In particular, the Specification at, for example, page 10, lines 4-9, describes that pages 



6 
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are automatically distributed in the multiple panes based on predefined settings. That is, the 
predefined settings define which pane is to display which page and are not merely used to 
determine the size of a browser window. 

T! le Examiner states that the LaStrange patent does not explicitly teach downloading a 

third pagi from one of multiple servers over the network, automatically concurrently displaying 

i 

the third page in one of the first and second panes and one of the first and second pages in the 

i 

other pan^; according to the predefined settings, downloading a fourth page from one of mul tiple 

servers over the network, and automatically concurrently displaying the third and fourth pages in 

l 

the first and second panes according to the predefined settings. 

However, the Examiner states that the LaStrange patent describes that, although first and 
second browser windows are illustrated as adjacent, they may overlap or be reduced in size. The 
Examiner suggests that the ability to overlap the first and second browser windows teaches that 
the first and second pages may be overlapped by the third and fourth browser windows. The 

overlapping of the third and fourth browser windows teaches away from the claimed replacement 

i 

of the firs-t page and the second page by the third page and the fourth page in the first pane and 
the second pane of the single application window. In particular, the LaStrange patent, at Col 4, 
lines 37-48, describes the display of browser windows, rather than content. That is, with the 

LaStrange patent, the first browser window displaying the first page may overlap with the second 

i 

browser window displaying the second page in the LaStrange patent. The LaStrange patent does 
y 

not describe displaying new content (i.e., third and fourth pages) in the existing first and second 
panes of the single application window. 

Additionally, the cited portion of the LaStrange patent at Col. 5, lines 21-CoL 6, line 4, 
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describes the use of the sticky page flag, which is used to determine whether to overwrite an 
existing browser window or open a new browser window. This teaches away from automatically 
concurrently displaying the third page and one of the first and second pages and automatically 
conciirrently displaying the third and fourth pages in the first and second panes. In particular;, the 
claimed invention does not need to check for a sticky page flag. Instead, with the LaStrange 
patent, a isticky page flag is checked, and, jf the sticky page flag is enabled for a browser window, 
and because a user may simultaneously display any number of browser windows having a 
depressed push pin symbol (Col. 5 ? lines 37-40), the LaStrange patent displays the third and 
fourth pages in third and fourth browser windows. This teaches away from automatically 
concurrently displaying the third and fourth pages in the first and second panes, which results in 
replacing 5 the first and second pages. Alternatively, if the sticky page flag is not enabled, then the 
third and fourth pages would still be displayed in two different browser windows, which teaches 
away from displaying the third and fourth pages in two panes of a single application window. 
TJie law is well settled that a reference will not support a rejection based upon 

i 

obviousness where the proposed modification to the reference contravenes the principle of 

operationj of the device of the reference: 

If |the proposed modification or combination of the prior art would change the principle of 
operation of the prior art invention being modified, then the teachings of the references 

are not sufficient to render the claims prima facie obvious. In re Ratti , 270 F.2d 810, 123 

i 

USPQ 349 (CCPA 1959) 

l 

The Examiner appears to be impermissibly modifying the LaStrange patent such that the 

independent browser windows of the LaStrange patent arc treated as the claimed first pane and 

i 

I. 8 
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second pane of a single application window. Moreover, if the browser windows of the LaStrange 
patent included multiple panes, then there would be no need for a sticky page flag and no need to 
generate a new browser window when a sticky page flag is enabled for a displayed browser 
window. 

Tjius, claims 1 , 10, and 19 are not taught or suggested by the LaStrange patent 
C laims 2, 11, and 20 are directed to displaying the first pane adjacent and to the left of the 
second pane, where automatically concurrently displaying the third page and one of the first and 
second pages comprises concurrently displaying the second page in the first pane and the third 
page in tile second pane. The Examiner cites the LaStrange patent at CoL 4, lines 38-48 and CoL 

i 

5 , lines 21-62 as teaching this subject matter. The cited portion of the LaStrange patent at CoL 4, 
lines 38-48 describes that first and second browser windows may be substantially adjacent or 
may be oyerlapped or reduced in size. The description of two separate browser windows teaches 
away from two panes in a single application window. Also, the cited portion of the LaStrange 
patent at Col. 5, lines 21-62 describes the use of a sticky page flag. With the LaStrange patent, a 
new page is displayed either in an existing browser window or in a new browser window, 
without moving a page from one browser window to another. On the other hand, claims 2, 1 1 , 
and 20 describe that the second page is moved from the second pane to the first pane and the 

third page, is then displayed in the second pane. Displaying two browser windows adjacent to 

.1 . 

each other does not teach or suggest moving a page from a second pane to a first pane and 
displaying a new page in the second pane. Thus, claims 2, 1 1, and 20 are not taught or suggested 
by the LaStrange patent. 

Claims 5, 14, and 23 are directed to caching previously downloaded pages in the order in 

9 
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which they were downloaded from the network. A user input command to display a subsequent 
page cached after the first and second pages were downloaded is received. Automatically 
concurrently the subsequent page is displayed in the second pane and the second page in the first 
pane according to predefined settings in response to the user input command to display (he 
previously displayed page- The Examiner cites the LaStrange patent at CoL 4, lines 38-48 and 

Col, 5, lines 21-62 as teaching this subject matter. There is no indication in the LaStrange patent 

i 
j 

that previously downloaded pages are cached. Also, as discussed above with reference to claims 
2, 1 1, au^ 20, displaying two browser windows adjacent to each other does not teach or suggest 
moving a page from a second pane to a first pane and displaying a new page in the second pane. 

Thus, claims 5,14, and 23 are not taught or suggested by the LaStrange patent. 

Moreover, dependent claims 2, 5, 1 1, 14, 20, and 23 incorporate the language of claims 1, 
10, ajid 19 and add additional novel elements. Therefore, dependent claims 2, 5, 1 1, 14; 20, and 
23 are n£t taught or suggested by the LaStrange patent for at least the same reasons as were 
discussed with respect to claims 1,10, and 1 9, 

Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that the rejection of claims 1, 2, 5, 10, 1 1, 14, 19, 
20, and 23 as obvious over the LaStrange patent should be reversed. 



Claims 6-8, 15-17. and 24-26 are not Obvious over the LaStrange Patent. 
Claims 6, 15, and 24 are directed to receiving user selection of a hypertext link within one 

i 

of the displayed pages. The page addressed by the hypertext link is accessed. Automatically 
concurrently the page currently displayed in the second pane is displayed in the first pane and the 
page addressed by the hypertext link is displayed in the second pane if the user selected the 



10 



09/19/2004 1-7:27 3105567984 



KONRAD RAYNES VICTOR 



PAGE 17/31 



hypertext! link from the second pane. Automatically concurrently the page currently displayed in 

i 

the first pane is displayed in the first pane and the page addressed by the hypertext link is 

j 

displayed in the second pane if the user selected the hypertext link from the first pane. 

Tie Examiner cites the LaStrange patent at Col 4, lines 38-48 and Col 5, lines 21-62 as 

■ 

teaching this subject matter. As discussed above, displaying two browser windows adjacent to 
each other does not teach or suggest moving a page from a second pane to a first pane and 
displaying a new P a § e m the second pane. The cited portion of the LaStrange patent at Col 4, 
lines 38-48 describes that first and second browser windows maybe substantially adjacent or 
maybe overlapped or reduced in size. The description of two separate browser windows teaches 
away froijn two panes in a single application window. Also, the cited portion of the LaStrange 
patent at boL 5, lines 21-62 describes the use of a sticky page flag. With the LaStrange patent, a 
new page is displayed either in an existing browser window or in a new browser window, 
without moving a page from one browser window to another. On the other hand, claims 6, 15, 
and 24 describe that the second page is moved from the second pane to the first pane and the 
page addressed by the hypertext link is then displayed in the first pane. Displaying two browser 
windows adjacent to each other does not teach or suggest moving a page from a second pane to a 

i 

first pantfaud displaying a new page in the second pane. 

1 

Thus, claims 6, 15, and 24 are not taught or suggested by the LaStrange patent. 

Claims 7, 16, and 25 are directed to the first pane being displayed adjacent and to the left 
of the secjond pane. The Examiner cites FIG. 5 and associated text of the LaStrange patent as 
teaching this subject matter. FIG. 5 of the LaStrange patent illustrates two separate browser 
windows. Again, the use of two browser windows teaches away from the claimed use of a single 
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application window with two panes. Also, dependent claims 7, 16, and 25 incorporate the 
languagdjbf claims 6, 15, and 24 and add additional novel elements. Therefore, dependent claims 
7, 16, and 25 are not taught or suggested by the LaStrange patent for at least the same reasons as 

were discussed with respect to claims 6, 15, and 24. 

i 

Claims 8, 17, and 26 are directed to receiving user selection of a hypertext link within one 
of the displayed pages in one of the panes. The page addressed by the hypertext link is accessed, 
Automatically concurrently the page addressed by the hypertext link is displayed in the pane 
opposite the pane displaying the page from which the hypertext link was selected. The Examiner 
cites CoLj 4, lines 1 0-37, as teaching this subject matter. The cited portion of the LaStrange 
patent describes deteimming whether a sticky page flag is set to determine whether to open a new 

browser window. This teaches away from automatically concurrently displaying the page 

y 

addressed by the hypertext link in the opposite pane of a single application window. In 

j 

particular, the claimed invention does not need to check for a sticky page flag. Moreover, with 

I 

the LaStra.nge patent, if the sticky page flag is enabled for a browser window, the LaStrange 

i 

patent displays the page addressed by the hypertext link in a new browser window, rather than in 
a pane of an existing browser window. Alternatively, if the sticky page flag is not enabled, then 

the page addressed by the hypertext link is displayed in a current browser window, which 

i 

overwrites the page from which the hypertext link was selected. This teaches away from 

i 

displaying the page addressed by the hypertext link in the opposite pane of an existing 
application window. Thus, claims 8, 17, and 26 are not taught or suggested by the LaStrange 
patent, y 

i 

Mpreover, dependent claims 6-8, 15-17, and 24-26 incorporate the language of claims 1, 

j ■ 

i 12 
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10, and 19 and add additional novel elements. Therefore, dependent claims 6-8, 15-17, and 24- 
26 are not taught or suggested by the LaStrange patent for at least the same reasons as were 
discussed with respect to claims 1 , 1 0 ? and 1 9. 

Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that the rejection of claims 6-8, 15-17, and 24-26 

as obvious over the LaStrange patent should be reversed. 

J" 

3J Claims 9. 18- and 27 are not Obvious over the LaStrange Patent. 

i 

Claims 9, 1 8, and 27 are directed to the viewer program being capable of displaying the 
downloaded pages in the first and second panes according to the predefined settings when the 
pages downloaded from over the network do not include any page commands to cause the display 

i 

of pages in separate panes within the application window. The Examiner cites Col. 4, lines 38- 
48 as teaching this subject matter. The cited portion of the LaStrange patent describes that the 
relative size of the browser windows could be controlled either programmatically or by the user 
and that the browser windows may be adjacent to each other or overlap or be resized. There is 
no mentibn in the LaStrange patent of what processing occurs when pages downloaded from over 
the network do not include any page commands to cause the display of pages in separate panes 

! 
I 

within th$ application window. 

Moreover, dependent claims 9, 18, and 27 incorporate the language of claims 1, 10 s and 
19 and add additional novel elements. Therefore, dependent claims 9 ? 18, and 27 are not taught 
or suggested by the LaStrange patent for at least the same reasons as were discussed with respect 

to claims|l, 10, and 19. 

I 

Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that the rejection of claims 9, 18, and 27 as 
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obvious over the LaStrange patent should be reversed. 

B, Ground of Rejection 2: The Obviousness Rejection Based on the LaStrange Patent and 
the Applicant Admitted Prior Art Combination 

1. Claims 3-4» 12-13. and 21-22 are not Obvious over the LaStrange Patent and the 

Applicant Admitted Prior Art Combination 
Claims 3,12, and 21 are directed to caching previously downloaded pages in the order in 
which they were downloaded from, the network, A user input command to display a previously 
displayed page is received. Automatically concurrently the previously displayed page is 
displayed in the first pane and the first page is displayed in the second pane according to the 
predefined settings in response to the user input command to display the previously displayed 
page. Hie Examiner cites Col. 5, lines 21 - Col 6, line 6, as teaching caching previously 

i 

! 

downloaded pages in the order in which they were downloaded from the network and 
automatically concurrently displaying the previously displayed page in the first pane and the first 
page in the second pane according to the predefined settings in response to the user input 
command to display the previously displayed page. The cited portion of the LaStrange patent 
describes: the use of the sticky page flag, which is used to determine whether to overwrite an 
existing browser window or open a new browser window. There is no description of caching in 

the LaStfange patent. Also, because the LaStrange patent either displays a new page in a new 

1 

browser window or overwrites an existing browser window, the LaStrange patent teaches away 
from moving the first page to the second pane and displaying the cached page in the first pane. 
The Examiner indicates that the LaStrange patent does not explicitly teach receiving a 

14 
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user inpu^ command to display a previously displayed page. However, the Examiner cites 
Applicant! Admitted Prior Art as teaching a Back button to review a previously displayed page. If 
a back button were incorporated into the LaStrange patent, then, for each browser window, when 

the back Button were selected, the page in that browser window would be overwritten. This 

i 

teaches aVvay from automatically concurrently displaying the previously displayed page in the 
first pane and the first page in the second pane according to the predefined settings in response 
to the user input command to display the previously displayed page. Thus, claims 3, 12, and 21 
are not taught or suggested by the LaStrange patent or AAPA, either alone or in combination, 

Claims 4, 13, and 22 describe that the first pane is displayed adjacent and to the left of the 
second pane. The Examiner cites Col. 4, lines 38-48 and Col. 5 lines 21-62 as teaching this 
subject matter. The cited portion of the LaStrange patent at Col 4, lines 38-48 describes that first 
and second browser windows may be substantially adjacent or may be overlapped or reduced in 

i 

size.' Also, the cited portion of the LaStrange patent at CoL 5, lines 21-62 describes the use of a 
sticky page flag, which is used to determine whether to overwrite an existing browser window or 
open a ne^v browser window. The description of two separate browser windows teaches away 
from two panes in a single application window. 

Moreover, dependent claims 4, 13, and 22 incorporate the language of claims 3, 12, and 
21 and add additional novel elements. Therefore, dependent claims 4, 13, and 22 are not taught 
or suggested by the LaStrange patent or Applicant Admitted Prior Art, either alone or in 

combination, for at least the same reasons as were discussed with respect to claims 3, 12, and 21. 

i 

Accordingly, it js respectfully submitted that the rejection of claims 3-4, 12-13, and 21-22 

i 
t 

as obvioufc over the LaStrange patent and Applicant Admitted Prior Art, either alone or in 

> ■ 
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TX. A fipendixA 

The claims on appeal are as follows: 

i 

1 - (Original) A method for displaying pages in a viewer program on a computer 
display monitor, wherein the viewer program displays an application window, comprising: 

downloading a first and second pages from one of multiple servers over a network; 

i 

automatically concurrently displaying the first page in a first window pane and the second 
page in ajsecond window pane in the application window according to predefined settings 
specifying how pages are to be displayed in the first and second panes; 

downloading a third page from one of multiple servers over the network; 

automatically concurrently displaying the third page in one of the first and second panes 

and one of the first and second pages in the other pane according to the predefined setthigs; 

j 

downloading a fourth page from, one of multiple servers over the network; and 

automatically concurrently displaying the third and fourth pages in the first and second 

I 

panes according to the predefined settings. 



2. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the first pane is displayed adjacent and 
to the left of the second pane, wherein automatically concurrently displaying the third page and 
one of the first and second pages comprises concurrently displaying the second page in the first 
pane and the third page in the second pane. 



3. (Original) The method of claim 1 , further comprising: 

caching previously downloaded pages in the order in which they were downloaded from 
I 17 
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the network; 

■ x 1 - 

receiving a user input command to display a previously displayed page; and 
automatically concurrently displaying the previously displayed page in the first pane and 

the first page in the second pane according to the predefined settings in response to the user 

input command to display the previously displayed page, 

| 

4. (Original) The method of claim 3, wherein the first pane is displayed adjacent and 
to the Jeft of the second pane. 



5, (Original) The method of claim 1, further comprising: 

caching previously downloaded pages in the order in which they were downloaded from 
the network; 

receiving a user input command to display a subsequent page cached after the first and 

j 

second pages were downloaded; and 

automatically concurrently displaying the subsequent page in the second pane and the 

i 

second p^ige in the first pane according to predefined settings in response to the user input 
command to display the previously displayed page, 

6 j (Original) The method of claim 1 , further comprising: 

i 

receiving user selection of a hypertext link within one of the displayed pages; 
accessing the page addressed by the hypertext link; 

automatically concurrently displaying the page currently displayed in the second-pane in 

i 
I 

i 18 
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the first pane and displaying the page addressed by the hypertext link in the second pane if the 
user selected the hypertext link from the second pane; and 

automatically concurrently displaying the page currently displayed in the first pane in the 
first pane and displaying the page addressed by the hypertext link in the second pane if the user 
selected the hypertext link from the first pane. 



(Original) The method of claim 6, wherein the first pane is displayed adjacent and 



to the left of the second pane. 



8.; (Original) The method of claim 1 , further comprising: 

repeiving user selection of a hypertext link within one of the displayed pages in one of the 

panes; ' 

j 

accessing the page addressed by the hypertext link; and 

automatically concurrently displaying the page addressed by the hypertext link in the pane 

i 

opposite the pane displaying the page from which the hypertext link was selected the page from 
which thelink was sel ected in its current pane. 



9 , j (Original) The method of claim 1 , wherein the viewer program is capable of 
displaying the downloaded pages in the first and second panes according to the predefined 
settings when the pages downloaded from over the network do not include any page commands 
to cause the display of pages in separate panes within the application window. 



19 
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i 

i 

> ; 

IjO". (Original) A system for displaying pages in a viewer program on a computer 
display monitor, wherein the viewer program displays an application window, comprising: 

means for downloading a first and second pages from one of multiple servers over a 
network; j 

means for automatically concurrently displaying the first page in a first window pane and 
the second page in a second window pane in the application window according to predefined 
settings specifying how pages are to be displayed in die first and second panes; 

means for downloading a third page from one of multiple servers over the network; 

means for automatically concurrently displaying the third page in one of the first and 
second panes and one of the first and second pages in the other pane according to the predefined 
settings; 

means for downloading a fourth page from one of multiple servers over the network; and 

j 

njeans for automatically concurrently displaying the third and fourth pages in the first and 
second panes according to the predefined settings, 

! 

1 j . (Original) The system of claim 10, wherein the first pane is displayed adjacent and 
to the lefj of the second pane, wherein the means for automatically concurrently displaying the 
third page and one of the first and second pages concurrently displays the second page in the first 

pane v and the third page in the second pane. 

i . 

Y 

'I 

12. (Original) The system of claim 10, further comprising: 

means for caching previously downloaded pages in the order in which they were 

20 



09/19/2004 1^: 27 '3105567984 

s 
1 



KONRAD RAYNES VICTOR 



PAGE 26/31 



downloaded from the network; 

means for receiving a user input command to display a previously displayed page; and 

i 
i 

means for automatically concurrently displaying the previously displayed page in the first 
pane and the first page in the second pane according to the predefined settings in response to the 

user input command to display the previously displayed page. 

i 

13. (Original) The system of claim 12, wherein the first pane is displayed adjacent and 
to the left of the second pane. 

i 
j 

14. (Original) The system of claim 1 0, further compri sing: 

i 

means for caching previously downloaded pages in the order in which they were 

downloaded from the network; 

i 

means for receiving a user input command to display a subsequent page cached after the 
first "and second pages were downloaded; and 

means for automatically concurrently displaying the subsequent page in the second pane 

and the second page in the first pane according to predefined settings in response to the user 

i 

input command to display the previously displayed page. 

i 
j 

15. (Original) The system of claim 1 0, further comprising: 

means for receiving user selection of a hypertext link within one of the displayed pages; 
means for accessing the page addressed by the hypertext link; 

mbans for automatically concurrently displaying the page currently displayed in the 

1 

v , 21 
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t 

second pane in the first pane and displaying the page addressed by the hypertext link in the 
second pane if the user selected the hypertext link from the second pane; and 

means .for automatically concurrently displaying the page currently displayed in the first 
pane in the first pane and displaying the page addressed by the hypertext link in the second pane 
if the user selected the hypertext link from the first pane. 



1$. (Original) The system of claim 15, wherein the first pane is displayed adjacent and 

i 

to the left of the second pane. 

17. (Original) The system of claim 1 0, further comprising: 

means for receiving user selection of a hypertext link within one of the displayed pages in 

one of the panes; 

means for accessing the page addressed by the hypertext link; and 

m eans for automatically concurrently displaying the page addressed by the hypertext link 

in the pane opposite the pane displaying the page from which the hypertext link was selected the 

page from which the link was selected in its current pane. 

! 

18. (Original) The system of claim 1 0, wherein the means for displaying the 
downloaded pages in the first and second panes according to the predefined settings is capable of 
displaying the pages in the first and second panes when the pages downloaded from over the 

! 

network &o not include any page commands to cause Hie display of pages in separate panes 
within the application window, 

i 22 
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J 9, (Original) An article of manufacture for use in displaying electronic pages in a 
viewer program, application window on a computer display monitor, wherein the article of 

i 

manufacture comprises at least one computer program that is capable of causing a computer to 
perform: 

downloading a first and second pages from one of multiple servers over a network; 

automatically concurrently displaying the first page in a first window pane and the second 
page in a second window pane in the application window according to predefined settings 
specifying how pages are to be displayed in the first and second panes; 

downloading a third page from one of multiple servers over the network; 

I 

automatically concurrently displaying the third page in one of the first and second panes 
and one of the first and second pages in the other pane according to the predefined settings; 
downloading a fourth page from one of multiple servers over the network; and 
aiWottiatically concurrently displaying the third and fourth pages in the first and second 
panes according to the predefined settings, 

I 

2(j>. (Original) The article of manufacture of claim 19, wherein the first pane is 

displayed adjacent and to the left of the second pane, wherein automatically concurrently 

j 

displaying the third page and one of the first and second pages comprises concurrently displaying 

j 

the second page in the first pane and the third, page in the second pane. 



21. (Original) The article of manufacture of claim 19, further comprising: 

caching previously downloaded pages in the order in which they were downloaded from 

>r 
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the network; 

receiving a user input command to display a previously displayed page; and 
automatically concurrently displaying the previously displayed page in the first pane and 

the first page in the second pane according to the predefined settings in response to the user 

I 

input command to display the previously displayed page, 

* 

i 

22. (Original) The article of manufacture of claim 2 1 , wherein the first pane is 
displayed adjacent and to the left of the second pane. 

23. (Original) The article of manufacture of claim 19, further comprising; 
caching previously downloaded pages in the order in which they were downloaded from 

the network; 

receiving a user input command to display a subsequent page cached after the first and 
second pages were downloaded; and 

automatically concurrently displaying the subsequent page in the second pane and the 

i 

second page in the first pane according to predefined settings in response to the user input 

command to display the previously displayed page. 

I 

24. (Original) The article of manufacture of claim 19, further comprising: 

i 

receiving user selection of a hypertext link within one of the displayed pages; 
accessing the page addressed by the hypertext link; 

automatically concurrently displaying the page currently displayed in the second pane in 

i 

24 
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j 

the first pane and displaying the page addressed by the hypertext link in the second pane if the 
user selected the hypertext link from the second pane; and 

automatically concurrently displaying the page currently displayed in the first pane in tlie 
first pane and displaying the page addressed by the hypertext link in the second, pane if the user 
selected Ijhe hypertext link from the first pane. 

i 

i ■ 
2$. (Original) The article of manufacture of claim 24, wherein the first pane is 

l 

displayed adjacent and to the left of the second pane. 

26, (Original) The article of manufacture of claim 19, further comprising: 

* v receiving user selection of a hypertext link within one of the displayed pages in one of the 
panes; 

accessing the page addressed by the hypertext link; and 

automatically concurrently displaying the page addressed by the hypertext link in the pane 
opposite the pane displaying the page from which the hypertext link was selected the page from 
which the link was selected in its current pane. 

27. (Original) The article of manufacture of claim 1 9, wherein the viewer program is 
capable of displaying the downloaded pages in the first and second panes according to the 
predefined settings when the pages downloaded from over the network do not include any page 
commands to cause the display of pages in separate panes within the application window. 
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combination, should be reversed. 



VEL Conclusion 



E^ch of the rejections set forth in the final Office Action is improper and should be 
reversed. 



Respectfully submitted, 




.naki K. Davda 
eg. No. 40,684 



Dated: G^lt^^ 
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David Victor 

Konrad Rayoes & Victor LLP 
315 South Beverly Drive, Ste. 210 
Beverly Hills, California 90212 
Tel: 310-553-7977 
Fax: 310-55(5-7984 
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